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B&B -44+ -v+ 
the Minority can be indeed the 
con of that name which 


Sunkarrab as the Towh was by th 
ei with which they 
been crammed in Budgets 

ters to the Cocoa-Tree, &. it 
but be — with the expecta- 


not but 
tion of ſom 1 _— in a 
diſh which they vere ol was ſeaſon- 


ed 


1 


ed and ſerved up to them by the Cloner 


of the party. -— To ſpeak without a 
metaphor, it was ex mung 
Sir, Nat the counſels _ 
of that Party, to which 1 

your name, ſhould be "Rated with 
. T and defended with ability: 
27988 which the publica- 
e numbers on each 
NN 
intricate and doubtful nature, Be ſhould 


have been, by 


3 E as it 


had been repreſented. 


How theſe well expecta- 
tions have been anſwered, this Letter 
ſubmits to your conſideration. And 


let me be allowed to rey the ſame [ 
_ of attachment to the reputation s 
merit of Two hundred and t * | 


which you have ſhewn to 
r Aich di 24. 
tional plea in my favour, That how- 
ever high the reputation of the M- 
nority may be 


bear that name, they are private men, 
of whoſe opinions and conduct we 
may think even with contempt, with- 

out 


= 


in your or their own | 
opinion, yet, while they continue to 


IF} 
out infringing any conſtitutional law : 
And that it 1s the condemnation of 


- | the Majority in iament, which ſacri- 
T fers the fair report of the proceedings of 
oe | the Commons of England, and Truth itſelf. 
Nt How far ſuch a condemnation is in 
+ I itſelf conſtitutional, or how far the 
7: endeavouring to leſſen the weight of 
a- their deciſions in the minds of the 
d People, and to alienate from Parlia- 
rv ment the affections of their conftitu- 
Ia ents, is wiſe, I would recommend 1t 
al to you to conſider, 885 

- Brrokx I p to the main pur- 


poſe of this letter, I cannot help con- 

$3 gratulating myſelf upon one advan- 

tage which attends me. For while 

n, Sir, were obliged to give an im- 
41 Adverſary, by raiſing 
dim from the fituation of an humble 
writer in oe ” 

5 authority, ignifyin is Pa 
with the title of 2 
of the Mzniftry ; 1 am fure of enobling 
my thoughts, by taking for the ſub- 
F ject of them your opinions and rea- 
ſonings. Every thing which relates 
| to theſe will be thought important 
by the Public. 
B 2 


ETA BET ATN KN 


Wirnorr 
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Wir hour enquiring whether you 
have any better foundation for the 
conſequence you have beſtowed on 
the Gazetteer, than the other writers 
of your Minority have had for giving 
conftantly to the Miniſtry fuch argu- 
ments as they could eaſily confute, 
and ſuch meaſures as they knew the 
Public would condemn ; I ſhall apply 
myſelf to the examination of your 
Anſwer to 1t. - To do this it will, 
I think, be clearer to ſtate ſeparately 
the points in debate, and the argu- 

"_ upon ＋* of 8 _ * 

W, e b , the progreſs 
the . uy K in at leaſt have for 
me this advantage, That my compo: 


tion and language will not be brought 
into the Reader's eye at the ſame time 


with that of the Defence. And I know 
vou and myſelf too well to avoid a 
compariſon on theſe ſubjects. It is 
my Canſe alone which I think ſuperior. 


Tur chief points Rated in your Pam- 


phlet, and upon which the whole De- 
fence depends, are divided into Legal 
and Parhamentary, — | 


Wirn 


„ & % „ or of r ra 
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iche caſe of Wilkes a 
vould be underſt 
ſtance of it: And as, in your tranſcript, 


aſſert what is contained in the bill of 


EF 1 
Wirn reſpect to the firſt, I muſt con- 


feſs that I enter upon this part of the 


fubjzet with all the apprehenſions 
whach your character may naturally 
be ſuppoſed to create: And you are 


become the more formidable to me in 
{ this reſpect, from having joined a /egal 


education to 2 very lively and accurate 
underſtanding. I proceed to conſider 
the manner in which you have em- 
ployed theſe advantages. 


Your poſitions are, page 8th, That 
the queſtion cf the legality of the warrant 
is not now {ub judice, nor has ever yet 
been in a courſe of legal determination; and 


chat the delay of bringing it into iffue 


is to be charged on thoſe who grant- 
ed, and who acted under it. To prove 
008, 200 ſay you will ſlate fairly and 
preciſely the nature of the ſeveral bills 
of exceptions. You quote the bill in 
inſt Wood, and 
to give the ſub- 


there is no mention of the legality of 
the warrant, you conclude that it was 


not then in iffuc. I would gladly aſk 


you, How you can take upon 


ou to 


exceptions, 


1 


exceptions, which has never yet been 
made public? As therefore I pretend 
to no Other information than what is 
of public notoriety, I ſhall leave you 
to triumph on this part of the argu- 
ment, till the detection of it's fallacy, 
of which I have no manner of doubt, 
can be made appear from free and 
open recourſe to the original, or at 
leaſt authenticated copies of the bill. 


Ir would be a ſufficient anſwer to 
your reaſoning, to remind you, That 
any point of a bill of exceptions may 
be brought in iſſue immediately: And 
therefore, to ſay that this has never 
yet been in a courſe of legal determi- 
nation, 1s not to ſpeak preciſely. But 
I will advance a ſtep further, and prove 
to you, that the matter has not only 
been in iſſue, but decided as far as 
the opinion of one Chief - Juſtice can de- 
_— * It 1s * it Was or 
u ega the warrant tha 
ie Jury — Leach's caſe: It is 
no lefs true, that the Chief - Juſtice de 
clared it illegal in that caſe; and, in 
the caſe of Wood, both judge and jury 
determined it to be fo. l 


Ms, 


191 


3 Man. Woop had pleaded the warrant 
| in juſtification; and which, had it been 
I allowed legal, would have) — 
againſt the action of treſpaſs. When, 
therefore, the jury gave damages, they 
concurred with the opinion of the 
Chief. juſtice in declaring the warrant 
ille If, however, this determina- 
tion ſhould not be thought concluſive 
till affirmed by the other ſuperior 
1 courts ; let me remind you that it is 
4 fab judice, and muſt come in queſtion 
n be mor Ford 

Wilkes. -— It is equally Judice in 
te Cant OT LANES. 


How \ for the expetins ofthe 


to obtain it was obvious. iner 
| x fee to have demurred to the le- 
gality of the warrant, in any of thoſe 
cauſes wherein it was pleaded as 4 

| juſtifica- 


[0] 
juſtification ; and the demurrer would 


immediately have been tried. 


Bxrokꝝ I quit this 
je, I cannot avoid taking notice of a 
ſingular affertion in the 21ſt EE 
the Defence: Should a Secretary 


on inteilirence of — H—k 
the common-wealth, Te dy 6 wy | 


diſpatch and fſecreſy, be nndtr a 

fuch a warrant as if now co 
ed of ; a bis eſſngers, nerf 
4-5 take wp an mnocent mut; 
it reafonable to ſuppoſe, rhat any jy 
wenlt & fin? & dts 

t 

L af e and well idjar td, bow 


*. 
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ut a caſe mut ger 
led tend- 


tually exiſted. A libel was 
and continuing to be diſpe 
ing to raiſe traiterous infurrections. 
You will not deny this to be 4 ctime 
really formidable ro the common 

4 wealth, 


of the ſub- 


the jury were 


blic, that you /olkert it, to gi 


C ²˙¹——¹ A o OE. ve Wh ˙•¹ --- ⁰ůͥmu—ß 
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ane of a nature requiring dif- - 
teh and tecrecy. U your princi- 
2 09g therefore, the Secretary iffined the 
warrant. His meſſengers, in the exe- 
cution of it, took up not an innocent 
man, but the ty 4 and yet 

71 far from acting u 
the principles you give to them, 
they have given damages. And you 
yn are ſo far from wiſhing the 
tion of parhament, to 3 
— officers thus ſuffering for = 


greater edge to the 
Janes. 


the hke MN of 


Unox the potididianccty of your 
argument, your — pooh theſe: 
That the queſtion concerning the ille- 
gality of certain general warrants was 4 
particular, not a general queſtion : That, in 
imitatian of ormer proceedings of parlia- | 
ment, you have quoted in your 
Pamphlet ny meant to themſelves 
to the fingle caſe before them : That it was 
taken up by i 4 Minority entirely unconnect- 
ed wth the caſe of Mr. Wilkes ; and that 
it was nat an meonſiftent cunduct, in thoſe 


who woted for the motion, to reject the re- 


— bill, t 
points 


12 ] 


ints, you have ſaid, 5, That 
TI think it might be Jul tiftable, in 
conſideration of the 2 danger, 
the nature of the offence, Oc. to con- 
_ at the uſe of warrants of 
. but . in 13 caſe 
ubliſh power 

is neicher yo nor n to 
be lodged in any That the 
1 ſaw this dfinctben, adopted 


that, therefore, they framed 


neonDpdO<n ms SS = mmcogcr 


. SD 2 2m 


rants. TO I EE and by 


WY YR TY WW "HY. Y'Vy V 
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| this alone, that they truſted they ſhould 
| unite to them the wiſhes and aſſiſtance 

of the people. And this was the ſole 
| foundation of the claim which they 
| fo boldly aflerted, to the Title of De- 
| fenders of the Freedom and Conſtitution of 

Great Britam. The writers of their 
party took immediately the ſame tone. 
I have found the pamphlets of two of 
them, and I will quote to you their 
words, to prove that their common 
creed is contrary to the ſentiments 
which you have lately given them; 
and by which you, who are leſs ortho- 
dox and more refined, have endea- 
palliate the abſurdities of 
the Party Faith. 


Taurus the author of the Letter to the 
Cocoa Tre. 


14 to execute general warrants, and an 
© uncommon terror in the and 


|| c view, that 
j © they have not before now felt the 
i © indignation of the courts of Iuw. 
C 2 « Even 


“ ijnconſiſtent 


141 
„ Even thoſe who have not the advan. 


* tage of the ſcience of the law, could 


“ not but perceive, at firſt fight, how 

ral warrants were 
« with the conſtitution.” And again, 
page 17, © The object in view was not 
barely to condemn general warrants 
« without name. Depriving the ſub- 
« zect of his liberty, without a charge 
upon oath, or ſomething as ſtrong, is e- 
« gually illegal. Cloſe confinement for a bailable 
* offence, arbitrary evaſions of the Habeas 
© Corpus, and, above all, the unwarrantable 


« ſeifure of papers, were objects highly wor- 


thy the weag htieft mterpoſition.” Where 
you fee that the avowed Defender of 
the Party, collecting, with indefatiga- 
ble induſtry, every cauſe of complaint 


againſt the warrant ifſued by Lord 


Hallifax, has introduced all thoſe cir- 
cumftances, which are now confefled- 
Iv waved, and omitted that which you 
have ſtated as the only ground upon 


which the motion of the Minority was 


founded ; namely, That the particular 
cafe did not call for it. | 


Tnvs alſo, in that affectionate De- 
fence of Mr. Conway, called the Coun- 
ter-Addrefs, it is ſaid, page 15, © The 


— EF FPTT.D- 
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is voice of the nation went along with 


the conduct of Mr. Conway. They 
were, and are ſtill of opinion, that 
general warrants are radically and 
( alarmingly dangerous to liberty.” 
This — 4 vou will allow to be 
very different from yours: And you 
will not, it is probable, deny that 
the Author of it was more converſant 
with the party than yourſelf. Nor 
wvere theſe ſentiments confined to the 
Minority-agents without doors; their 
1 moſt you cd leaders held exactly the 
{ſame language. That it is either de- 
cent or proper to repeat the expreſ- 
hons made uſe of m Debates, the 
example of the Defence has not yet 
convinced me. 0 


| WiTHovuT quoting, therefore, the 
particular words, I am at — to. 
aſk you, whether you do not recollect 
ſome violent, though lively declama- 
tions againft general warrants, and the 
encroaching powers of Office? Was 
not the infecurity of every ſubject pa- 
thetically lamented, while ſuch war- 
rants were allowed as might be em- 
loyed againft any ? You muſt remem- 
Kor that the whole fire of oratory was 
e directed 
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directed againſt the, as it was called, 
unconflitutional power, not againſt that 
particular exertion of it, which they 
who moved the queſtion had formally 
deſired might be conſidered as without 
the reach of the ed reſolution; 
and ſtill leſs avowedly was it uſed, to 
pore that a falſe, 1 and ſeditiou: 
bel, tending to excite the people ta tratterous 
inſurrectiant, had not called for, and 
did not warrant the interpoſition of 
the of State, by fuck war- 


rant as was the moſt ordinary and ef- 
fectual remedy. 
ANOTHER to me, is the num 


ber of the Minority in that day. The 


eſtion, as the terms of it are now 
ated by you, was whether Mr. 
Wilkes's caſe was fuch a one as, in 
confederation of the public , and the 
nature of the offence, 5 the uſe of a 
general warrant. But I will venture to 


appeal to your own opinion, Whether, 


if this had been generally underſtood 
to be the real ſtate of the queſtion, the 
Minority would have been fo nume- 


rous, as to have deceived even your 


K into an opinion of their 


ſucceſs. Would ſo large a body, think 


=O woe” wm, e 


ens = t©t =,» 


| you, 


for it's puniſhment, ti 


wus as to induce you to 
the Adminiftration vanguz 3 
P Ao owing 


me and the ſame. 


4 nano e 


1 


have taken u 
avow, Or will they 


themſelves to 
eFthemſelves in- 


debted to you for giving them the 


opinion, that a ſeditious libel, tendmg 
to excite traiterous mſurrections againſt has 
Majeſty's government, circulated with di- 
ligence fo the Weſtern counties, where 
it might do moſt miſchief, ſhould have 
been left to ſcatter it's ifon, and wait 


the flow forms 


Tun dividen. which was ſo ny | 


w the great and ſucceſsful pains 
which Were — to 


e have been formed upon 
Nr. Wilkes's cafe only, that they are 


Ta laſt reaſon that 1 have for 
s drawn from the terms in which it 
8 conceived. If I had diſputation in 


view 


de at li 


11 
view more than truth, I ſhould have 


a right to infiſt, that it was not poſſi- 
Me the ou to think that a motion, 
which declared general warrants, in 

the caſe of edits hbels only, illegal, 
could extend to the caſe of the Pub- 
liſher of a libel, tending to rai 
anſurrections. The nature of theſe libels 
is fo exceedingly diſtin, the crimi- 
nalty of the latter fo much , 
and it's conſequences ſo mu more 
dangerous than thoſe of the former; 
that, if the motion had paſſed in the 
words which you have flated, it could 
not have even a to compre- 
© os OT 


tratterous 


| wo eg nnd — it's reaſons 
with it ſo obvioully, that the dilcover- 


ing the finefſe is ſufficient, without 
further animadverſion. If one might 


berty to wiſh upon this fuhject, 
it ſhould be, That n 


well eſtabliſhed, before you had Falls 
IS " 


ve 
H- 
n, 
i 
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us 
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T; 
he 
Id 
re- 
li- 
ny 
U- 
as 
he 
2 
he 
Ns 
ex- 
He 
>, 
CN 
led 
ole 


19 1 


_ who miſtake F — mages =o 
ignorance, or chargeable wi 
falſehood. But, waving theſe advan- 


tages, it is impoſſible not to ſee that 


neral warrant for apprehending 
author, printer, or publiſher of any 
libel, which tended to raiſe traiterous 
inſurrections. For the reſolution of the 


Houſe of Commons could not have 


comprehended this caſe, as not con- 
taining the words which deſcribed it. 
And yet you have aſſerted, that, upon 
this ſingle cafe, the motion was form- 
ed. If that had been true, and the 
Minority had meant to avow that Mr. 


|  Wilkes's intentions of raiſing traite- 


1 ion uld not have 
. been 


20 
been prevented by a general warrant; 


their motion would have contained 
the words in which the 
ou deſcribed his pa 


- And it wo 
* 2 
« prebending the authors, printers, 


af 


on the 1 
d have 


« publiſhers of a falſe, ſcandalous, 
* and ſeditious libel, containing ex- 


. FE of the moſt unexampled 
olence and contumely towards 


« his den Hage ar beter 
upon both Houſes of Parliament, 


thus, 


, that a general warrant for ap- 
ters, and 


parliament 


MN and the moſt audacious deſiance of 


the authority of the whole legilla- 


ture; and moſt manifeſtly tending 


* wy alicnace the —y 
« ple from his Maj 
them from their 


them to traiterous inſurrections 


* againſt his Majeſty's government, 
* is not warranted by law ; although, 


* Sc. ; | | 1 5 


Bur . were the concealed "0 


figns of the Minority, and however 


poſſible it might have been to 


worded ; it is probable that it would 


have 


— | 


„% laws of the realm, and to * 


* 


à gentleman to move a reſolution thus 
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have had the ill fortune to make little 
impreſſion on the body of the Houle: 
And though it might be neceſſary for 
the ſes of faction, and to give to 
the Minority a poſſibility of conqueſt, 
that fuch , ſhould be wil uſed as 
would be known to be intended a 
Lord Halifax by thoſe who were m the 
ſecret, (and the word treaſonable was 
made choice of for that ez) yet 
had the motion been formed in the 
words of the reſolution juſt now quo- 
ted, deſcribing Mr. Wilkes's cafe, it 
| would never have influenced thoſe 
| who, on that day, joined you upon the 
footing of defending a general max- 
im; and who would not have con- 
tributed their aſſiſtance to a direct 
attack on Lord Halifax, for exerting 
his authority in an inftance which 
7 thought fully juſtiſied it's inter- 
Had the Minority indeed 
1 Td themſelves to the caſe before 
them, you would have had reafon 
for your aſſertion, that their conduct 
was juſtified by it's imitation of former 
- ents. For, of the inſtances you 
bar E. tied do there is not one but 
ed down to the fingle cafe 
ah 7 © _ _ before 


— 
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before them. I will take them as they 
are ſtated in the Defence. 


Tux reſolution paſſed by the Houſe 
of Commons againft Lord 1 


was, that the taking Land Dan 7 by 
that warrant was illegal. In the 


of Lord Chief - ce SCroggs, the 
Houſe acted u * 


pon the ſame principles, 
and reſolved that the /aid —— 


(namely thoſe which formed the 

fubſtance of the charge him) 
were arbitrary, and 1 The re- 

Lenz d * the — of Lord 

Chief -Juſtice Keeling is equal 

ciſe: Phe words, of 15 X. That the 
« precedents and practice of fining ju- 


« ries is illegal; referring evidently 
to thoſe precedents, and . 


which had been the object of en 


quiry at their bar. Had meant 
to have trod in the fleps 


former 
parliaments, the way was open 9 


them. 


Tuner were ee ro two muted 
proceeding; one ſo ſpecial and 
preciſe, 25 to have decided uyen,; and 


condemned the warrant iſſued againſt 
Mr. Wilkes: The other fo L as 
to 
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| WJ. 
to have indeed ſecured the li 


the ſubjeR, if it had been 
former was, the character of the per- 
fon in whoſe defence the motion muſt 
have been made, and of whom it maſt 
have diſcovered them to be the friends 
and protectors. The latter would not 
have anſwered their chief purpoſe, an 


| oblique cenfure on individuals. 


I vol p juſt obſerve, by the way 


as ſome ſtreſs ſeems to have been laid 


upon the precedents which you have 


cited, That, even fu poling them to be 


more appoſite to the point than on 
they appear to be, the 
ground on which the interpoſition of 

ament was called for was effenti- 
ally different from that of the motion 


no in queſtion. The Chief Juſtices 


were amenable to no other juriſdic- 


tion; while the legality of the war- 
rant, iſſued by was not 


only capable of being tried in the 
'ordmary methods of proceeding, but 
actually put into a courſe of trial. 


? N * 
89 * 1 Tye 
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Tux caſe of Lord Marlborough was 
that of holding correſpondence with 
rebels: And, in this, you yourſelf 
are willing to allow, I beg pardon, 
conniue at the uſe of warrants. 
The warrant iſſued in the cafe of Lord 
Danby, is far from reſembling that 
which was iſſued by Lord Halifax. 


There was not, in Lord Danby, even 


the pretence of any crime ; there- 


fore, it is exactly of the ſame nature 
with thoſe warrants winch were 


grant- 
ed, not by Lord Halifax, but by Mr. Pitt. 


Had the propoſed remedy been de- 
ſigned at the root of the evil, the re- 
ution would have been worded fo. 
as to include a ſpecies of warrants; 
which, though not reſulting from the 
caſe immediately under c ration, 
was by far more injurious to the liber - 
ty of the ſubject ; warrants direching,. 
the apprehention of perſons, without 

ſpecifying the crimes for which. they 
were to be taken up, and which the; 
Secretary of State, who had iflned;. 
them, did not attempt to defend up- 
on any general principle. 


* 


Bur 
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the nature of the 


( 2s J 


not find it ſerviceable to your cauſe. 
For, having granted that it is juſtifiable 
connive at the uſe of general war- 


j rants in the caſe of high-treaſon, in 


conſideration of the 


blic danger, 
the meh, ans the 
preventing its dangerous 
equences ; it follows that, where- 


Ir remains only to aſk, Whether. 
in the caſe of Mr. Wilkes, theie cir- 


Jeumſtances did not concur? After 


what has been already obſerved, on 
this of the ſubject, it is ne:dlefs 


| © infiſt any further. 


Bur 


. complaint, upon = 
of the ſeſſion, when the 


recting the clerk to read he 
bill, attempting to ſtate to the 
pn AB ;vilege which” had 
been y the warrant iſſued 
caſe alone 

or- 


many others, were of chat 


- 


aal d 
committed on a Member of che Legi 


lature: That the liberty of the ſub- | 


ject had been violated, 
parallelled manner; and that it was 
of the utmoſt conſequence to the d 
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ſervation of freedom, that immediate 


8 
288323. 
N 

S284 JE 


2 


fax, 
E 


e ft 
he 


: 
5 
JR: 
17 5 


i n ſhould be made. 


Tas will allow me to obſerve here, 


on Lord 


the way, how unfortunate it was 
0G Houſe of Commons ſhould 


7, pon 
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they were ſo forward to diſclaim: Yet, 
as if they were ſtill loch to abandon 
every thing that had a relation to the 
| perſon of their champion, they fuſ- 
pended even their eager defires for 
the condemnation of inſtruments 
Government, till Mr. 
Wilkes's ſervant might be ſent = 
from Paris. What depoſition 
ſuch a man could anal, fn a gue 
ſtion merely of public liberty, 

which every perjonal confideration was 
ended to be ſet afide ; I will leave 


employed by 


was the bringing on a complaint 


parade of compliments 
were ſo laviſhly beſtowed on the Gen- 


2 who o ace to appear advo- 
88 8 cates 
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22 thoſe Gentlemen to decide, whoſe 
firſt ſtep, in this great natzona! cauſe, 


againſt mdividuals, and an attempt to 


delay their juſtification till ſhould 
ae e it 5 mean 


* 
MeTunxs the ſound of Candour till; 
2 upon my ear, reverberated "i 
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in truth, they were in the track which 


ed u 


{ candour ſo much praiſed, I will not 
{| churliſhly refuſe to commend wo Bo 
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| cates in the cauſe of the Public; while, 


Mr. Wilkes's moſt devoted adherents 


could have wiſhed them to purſue. 


To what other end were the efforts, 
in the beginning of the winter's cam- 


| paign, than the endeavouring to have 


the accuſation, which had been trick- 
examined in a manner to which 


neither the > fond ho nor 
the ſituation of the accuſer entitled it? 
AnD, with regard to decency of lan- 
guage, no merit, I truſt, will be 
Rune — 


ſolution. If this be indeed all the 
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ament, and trampling upon the rights 
of the Commons of Great Britain; nor 
could their Lordſhips, in this fituation, 
have been ſtiled the Noble Convicts. 


Be the candour, however, of theſe 


Gentlemen what it may, the connec- | 


tion of the caſe taken up 
nority, with the cauſe of Mr. Wilkes, 
is indiſputable from the ſimilarity of 
the methods purſued by Mr. Wilkes's 
defenders and by the advocates for 
the refolution; from the ea 
with which it was preſſed Mr. 
Wilkes's warmeſt friends, and from 1 
the numbers upon the diviſion.— Ihe 
kingdom, you fay, has been tried | 
on this topic, and the art has fa 5 
As to the fact itſelf, if your own be- 

haviour was ſuch as to diſclaim any 
connection with Mr. Wilkes 
however no right to aſſert this 

reſt of the party. 


Tov are not, and perhaps it is fortu - 
nate for the Miniſtry that you are not, 
| guide of their els, or the 
vehicle of their ſentiments. You know 
it is from other lips they take their 
tone. You are not involved in their 


k have 
of the 


by the Mi- | 
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already offered, remind you 


| to Mr. Wilkes by the bands of friend- 


wee cannot ſuppoſe 
it to have been indifferent to the cauſe 
of their Champion, and giving him 
5 ſupport only becauſe he had inſulted 
the Crown and the Senate. 
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 fiſftent conduct in thoſe who appeared 


for it is, That they could not vote for 
- a bill to regulate what did not 
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not excuſe theirs. 
LET me, in addition to the 1 


of 
clarations of thoſe turbulent 


e de- 


| the choſen and avowed oracles of the 


party, who themſelves tied 


ſhip, and honoured by the tie. Re- 
collect that we muſt attribute to this 


motive the factious Court which was 


formed in Great George-Street; for 
e who formed 


Axor point which you propoſe 
to prove, 1s, 'That it was not an incon- 


for the motion, to reject the remedy 
of a bill: And the reafon you give 


admit to be legal. To which you 
have added the infinuation, that the 
Miniſtry were not, though they ought 

wy - 
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to have been, earneſt in the ſupport 
of the bill. 


Bur, Sir, has not your affection for 
the favourite antitheſis deceived you 
Into . the 
appearance of an argument? I 
know upon what foundation you 44. 
ſert that this word regulate, u ich 
the argument is 
the title of the bi 


ho 3 
it amounts to no more than this, Whe- 
ther thoſe who aſſerted that theſe war- 
rants were ille 
paſſed a bill forbidding the uſe * 
them ? 


Tur Minority had afferted, each as r 
they were able, but none of them with 
ſo much life and eloquence as Mr. 
Townſhend, that, upon the paſſing the I] 
reſolution propoſed, the effence of 10 
fonal and private liberty en d. 

by 


ſhould not have, || 


3 ment 
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had they been ſincere in them, 
would have 
dil 
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The Miniſtry thought all inter- 
of — unneceſſary, un- 
and dangerous. They were wil- 
however, to zeſce in the on- 
itutional m of doing it. 


and 
tion. 
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| pon themſelves 
a bill, which they thought 
occaſion did not require. But it 
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could i 


purſuit, when offered to be back- 
ed by an authority, which, taking the 
| ſhape of a law, muſt have made the 

1 remedy more effectual. For one can 


hardly imagine, that what was circu- 


hted in the firſt iſhneſs of difa 

pointment, could have any real weight 

upon their minds; and that they could 

ſo far forget the duties of ſenators and 

of citizens, as to neglect what they had 
called eſſential to the ſecurity of the li- 


berty 
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bertyof the ſubject, merely becauſe the 
protection was adminiſtered through 
the channel of a gentleman, who was 
obnoxious to them as party- men. 


AD yer NN 
opera certain it is a very ex- 
traordinary change took place in the 
conftitution of the Minority, 
the 17th and 21ſt of February. Th 
heat of their political fever had ſub- 
ſided into a fit of the cold ague; and 
thoſe who on Friday declared them- 
ſelves unable to cloſe their eyes, ti 
by ſome reſolution of the Houſe, King's 
Meſſengers might be prevented from 
interrupting their flumbers, had | 
len into found and tranquil 
ſleep, that the Tueſday morning paſi 
away before they were flicken 
awake to attend and f a - bill 
conceived in the words of that reſo 
lunon. 


4 5 had been 1 AI 
u ou go on to give 
ders of 8 Majority * objection, 
which ſeems principally to have been 
formed for the ſake of an anſwer in- 
tended to be given to it; and which, 
I think, 
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I think, I may venture to ſay, was ne- 


ed by motion in the Houſe of Com- 
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your leiſure, as the Defence of the 
Minority; and ſee, that, inſtead of 
ſettin 
nate letter to the magnanimous King 
of or remitting a ſubſidy to 


the King of Poland, you have had 
rime to undertake that defence of the 


plunder, now in your poſſethon ? 


the King's 5 fea to an affectio- 


had 
your ſhare of 


Tux clamour of che ſong of triumph 5 


heard, and 


ment. The countenance and geſtures 
of many had ſhewn all the marks of 


Preparations 
made to illuminate the Monu- 


affured conqueſt; but, as — 2 as 17 F 
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I the Adminiſtration, but the Minority, 


the ties of friendſhip, to others by 
| thoſe of eſteem, theſe bonds tie every 
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kingdom, as to acknowledge that 23 
is a number than So, 1 
-have a right to fay, That it was not 


todd were in that day vanquiſhed ; a 

_ (as it certainly was 
upon that ) of men whe anaylers, in 
their times, and of others, who in their own 
perſons, have  fagned the ſame warrants with 
thoſe rfſued by — —— 
lation to this hour. 


I nave hitherto addreſſed L 
you by that title which you feem to 
affect, The Defender of Minority; 
and yet, in the examination of your De- 
fence, many ſubſtantial reaſons have 
concurred, in inducing me to think 
you are not of their party. You 
have with them, as a party, no bond of 
no COMMON opinions; vou 
do not claſs with them in ro 
ſentiments, or abilities. 
amon Ro nh of worth ab cite. 
If, to ſome of theſe, you are united by 


ſelf to 


man -is of their party; and in 
no other are you of it. With the 
f F 2 common 
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common run of ſecond-hand diſcarded 


e the Mino- 


_ politicians, which com 
rity, you have no fuc 
are too wiſe and too delicate to 


union: Lou 


n 
ſtrength of our 
their 
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Jaws; that, upon ſuch a various and 
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proceeding upon fold principles, 
able to 14 
by them all that particular information 
which you know fo well how to ob- 
tain; and having, with theſe — 
no want of inclination to e, you 


and 


choſe to be abſent upon a ubject in 
itſelf ſo complicated, upon proviſions 


in their tions neceflanly ſo un- 
ſuch © intereſts 

the riches and 
cultivated, and 
1 when a 


was to be ff 


fab and 
——- o ſhining ould comrary 


hin the 5 
not but remember what jealoufy and 


_— 


( 40 ] 


THERE remains, therefore, only the 
caſe of Mr. Wilkes, upon the firſt emer- 
gent point of which, that of privilege, 
I muſt ſuppoſe you to have been at 
leaſt half a convert to the fide of 


D — 2 Sir, were 
ſtagger d at y the weighty argu- 
ul think 


ments of it's friends; for I m 
that to no lighter motive 'you would 


have ſacrificed the labours of the ſum- 


mer and autumn, and the often-re- 
hearſed eloquence of the 23 


the laſt point of it, the pamphlet 
me is the ſtron prove that you ar 
not only united with, but an advocate 


for the Miniſter. You have 
his reaſonings and ſentiments, and I 
have only to con the Miniſter 
upon ſo honourable an acceſſion to his 
party, and to admire the force of Truth 


upon a ſenſible mind; which thus 


compels you, perhaps im ibly 
to yourſelf, to —— © her 
ſide, though ſhe votes with the Majo- 
_ rity. So little are you in concert with 
the Minority, that you have quitted the 
ground which they had taken as their 
moſt tenable poſt, and taken that which 
they, and even 
fenſible. 
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THERE is only one part of the 
phlet of which I ſhall take the li 
of _— ta you, Sir; it is the 
To prove in what an un- 
certain 3 our moſt eſſential liberty, 
our undoubted birthright, fands, I beg par- 
hn, hams a chis ay; it it aſſerted, that 
Lord Hahfax may iſſue out another general 
warrant, upon the pretence of the lf libel, 
the Budget. This conveys an ua- ' 
tion, though I will not think you meant 
one, that there was nothing in the 
ſeditious libel, the North Briton, but 
what is equally to be found in this laſt 
pamphlet; and yet, Sir, you think that 
the former traduced the honour of the 


Crown, and 4 the — rome. 


In ns fo 
oppoſition to the Miniftry, and that 
the ſame principles ſubject Sir G. 8. 
to the ſame proſecution. Theſe infi- 
nuations are more worthy of your 
cauſe than of your character. 


| Taz Miniſter in the Houſe of Com- 


SG have Toon Tg enough 8 


verſed in political life, to pay chear- 
fully that tax to ſlander w ich is fo 
conſtantly levelled upon every honeſt 

man 


Ax now, Sir, you will decide whe- 
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you © Eng 
men tranſactions with precihon: 
Whether have aſh the true 

il avow: Whe: 
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for their continuing in it the next ſeſ- - | 
for the 8 _ 
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the ſame with that of the court of C—n Pleas; 
is was this therefore which his friends moved, 
and which, after having you now diſa- 
vow : It is this on which be congratulates bis free 
born countrymen ;, it is from this be enjoys the ſa- 
tisfaftion of thinking, that be has nat lived in vain ; 
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can vou, 

it is to a line 

that ever 
brought con- 

fo unfit abilities, and 
temper, the Cotterie, the 
vehicle of object of their 
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like him, perhaps you intend, is it not your beſt 
reſource, 


dy the very hand of the Prince, chat it is griffe, 
Err Nampilli, and you doubtleſs may affirth, 
it was fur 
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of your brotber Champion, ͤ»„ — 


rity flighted for his. 


In fact. he muſt beſt know the merits and 
purpoſes of his own cauſe and conduct; and he 
has therefore a right to diſavow an advocate who 
gies him ſiments ad introns which arena 

own. He is conſeſſedly the monarch of that 


court, and exerciſes therefore only an inherent 


 Bor chough I jufify this condu@t in him, 1 

not rejoice at it: In fact, I do not know that 

te Craps Deptcrnnatone liawons regebordts cans 
ſevere affront in any of its members, than in this 
your nnhappy ca, md is thes of the r 
D*Eon, which nearly reſembles it: You may, 


w proteſt againit againſt this Lane 4 | 


made of Gate deſigns ? You, like the 
Chevalier, might find, that the letrer is not 


Jared Bot your We. 
eta 


your beſt reſource, becauſe 
it appears to me moſt certain, that if you allow 
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mages given by ſome of his SI 
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fion would be, with regard to his own liberty, 
before it was made, and to prepare 
a written ſpeech to thank them for it. 


Sex, Sir, the inconveniences of even an appa- 
rent union with a faction of ſo different a 
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